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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-10 are pending in the present application. 

2. Claims 3-7 were previously withdrawn. Claim 1 has been currently amended; and 
new claims 8-10 have been added. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings were received on August 19, 2005. These drawings are 
acceptable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
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consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 1 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lucas US Patent Application Publication No. 2001/0051905 A1. 

Regarding claim 1 , Lucas teaches a tag management server for providing tag 
management information corresponding to tag information read from an ID tag in 
response to an inquiry using said tag information, said ID tag including an ID number for 
a specific article and an ID sort indicating an inquiry locator of said tag management 
server [note: customer inventory system 100, server paragraph 0030 and paragraphs 
0034, and 0036], comprising: 

a database for storing tag management information corresponding to respective 
ID tags [note: product identifier are entered into client software such identifiers may 
include barcode identifiers or RFID tags for inventory tracking paragraphs 0066 and 
0068; also note Database server 230 paragraph 0034], wherein: 

said tag management server accepts said tag information transmitted in 
accordance with said ID sort of said ID tag [note: client software can query a server 
present a dialog box for interactive interface which customer to confirm request see 
paragraph 0080; Figure 3 step 330 "confirm step"], 

said tag management server extracts an ID number from said tag information, 
said tag management server retrieves said tag management information corresponding 



Application/Control Number: 10/080,577 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2168 

to said ID number with use of said database [note: paragraph 0068 data is transmitted 
and confirmation notice sent], and wherein 

when said tag management information is retrieved as corresponding tag 
management information, said tag management server supplies said tag management 
information to said inquirer [note: paragraph 0068 through 0074 client software may 
pass such search criteria to a server, and paragraph 0081]. 

Although Lucas teaches the invention as cited above he does not explicitly teach 
"when said tag management information is not retrieved as corresponding tag 
management information, said tag management server determines that said accepted 
tag information is not normal tag information, and said tag management server provides 
a notice of such determination to said inquirer". However Lucas does teach that various 
inventory tracking options may be implemented such as status inquiry [note: paragraph 
0069 through 0070]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of 
the invention to have implemented a tag information status such as "not normal tag 
information" since Lucas is teaches various options may be implemented and also 
teaches additional identifier information may be implemented by the client software 
[paragraph 0067]; such modification would provide a means of displaying errors. 

6. Regarding claim 8, wherein said ID number stored in said ID tag is a specific 
number corresponding to a specific article which ID number is not duplicated for any 
other articles [note: Lucas teaches product identifier such as barcode label scan and 
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product SKU field and provides for creation of additional fields for identifying and 
tracking such articles see paragraphs 0064-0066 ]. 

7. Regarding claim 9, said tag management server determines whether said tag 
information is of a signal format adapted for inquiry for said tag management server, 
after accepting said tag information; and when said tag information is adapted for said 
signal format, said tag management server extracts an ID number from said tag 
information; and when said tag information is not adapted for said signal format, said 
tag management server notifies said inquirer of a determination that said tag information 
is not adapted for said signal format [note: additional controls may be implemented to 
track inventory paragraph 0067 through 0068]. 

8. Regarding claim 10, said tag management server accepts a request for item 
information for said article from said inquirer which has supplied said tag information; 
and said tag management server makes an inquiry for said item information of said 
article to an item management server in accordance with maker-database-URL 
information as an inquirer of said item management server indicated by said tag 
management information [note: Lucas teaches an ID sort or URL link note 
communication is achieved through transfer protocol HTTP paragraph 0028; inventory 
tracking have live Internet linkages into their databases for queries and order 
processing paragraph 0040, also note paragraph 0107. In order to link to another 
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location it is well known that a URL provides such transition. The tag management 
server is taught by Lucas as stated above note server 100 ]. 

9. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lucas US 
Patent Application Publication No. 2001/0051905 A1 in view of King et al. The Design, 
Development and Operation of Distributed Inventory System. 

Although Lucas teaches the invention substantially as applied to claim 1 above, 
regarding claim 2 they do not specifically teach said tag management information 
includes, for every managed ID tag, a maker and a trade name of an article provided 
with said ID tag. King et al. teaches a design concepts for implementing a distributed 
inventory system [note: page 287]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at 
the time of the invention to have combined King et al. with Lucas because King et al's 
design concept (i.e. requirements to list desirable features, specify queries in the SQL) 
would permit the inventions to be built. 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 2 and 8-10 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In the response Applicant argued the following: 

(a) Prior art reference Lucas does not disclose that the ID tags stores both ID 
number and ID sort as cited in claim 1 . 
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(b) Prior art reference King does not teach the features of a tag management 
server of claim 2. 

In response to Applicants arguments a new rejection has been made under 35 
USC 103(a) citing Lucas. The examiner notes, the specification defines an "ID sort" as 
an inquiry URL (Uniform resource Locator) of the tag management server [see: page 9 
line 20 through page 10 line 8 of the present invention]. 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., "ID tag stores both an ID number and an ID sort") are not recited in the rejected 
claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from 
the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Claim 1 as amended recites "a database for storing tag 
management information corresponding to respective ID tags, wherein said tag 
management server accepts said tag information transmitted in accordance with said ID 
sort of said ID tag" note lines 6-9. Lucas teaches a server system 100 (i.e. tag 
management server) in communication with customer inventory system 100 to obtain 
information [paragraph 0030]. Lucas teaches various architectural embodiments may be 
implemented for the network wherein customer inventory software may run on single 
computer or multiple computers [paragraph 0036; also note 0030 through 0036]. Lucas 
teaches an ID sort or URL link note communication is achieved through transfer 
protocol HTTP [paragraph 0028]; inventory tracking have live Internet linkages into their 
databases for queries and order processing [paragraph 0040] also note [paragraph 
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0107]. In order to link to another location it is well known that a URL provides such 
transition. The tag management server is taught by Lucas as stated above note server 
100. King is relied on for teaching design concept, note Lucas suggests such 
modifications are within the scope of the invention see paragraphs 0064 through 0067. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Vaughn et al. US Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0036981 A1 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Greta L. Robinson whose telephone number is 
(571)272-4118. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30AM-6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Gaffin can be reached on (571)272-4146. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Greta Robinson 
Primary Examiner 
February 15, 2005 



